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_pigests of Recent Opinions : 


Selser Decision Action 





4CTICE — ADJOURNMENTS 
4 case should not be dismis- 
«ed for failure of a party to be 
feady for trial unless his ac- 
Hions show a deliberate and 
;ontumacious disregard of the 
yourt’s authority. 
nismissal of malpractice ac- 
tion and refusal to grant ad- 
;ournment held error where 
plaintiff applied for adjourn- 
ment on ground the medical 
xspert retained had at 5 P.M. 
n the previous day, without 
hotice or warrant, changed his 
mind and refused to testify 
ggainst “a brother practition- 


| 











er”. 
_— gested from an opinion by 
‘as ame , §.J.A.D. rendered May 19, 
“IE: Appellate Div. Steiginga v. 
rT Bron. For appellants—L ouis 
“Assoqgaror For 





Peter Calcia, atty). 
nt—Gerald E. Monag- 
rison, Lloyd & Griggs, 





ffs appeal from the trial 
jismissal of their case 
the court improperly 
to grant their applica- 
for adjournment. The sta- 
f lim itations had run. 
action is based on a 
of malpractice by defend- 
ysician. At the time it 
nissed it was the second 
on the yas list, had 
jing for 22 months, had 
t down for trial 11 times 
peremptorily, and on the 
dismissed had been 
‘special and defi 
sought an 
Monday bec 
Saturday 





mi 
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ing 


at 
icci, a professor a 


of Medicine, who 
expert retained 
had, without not 
n second thou 
against ‘‘a brother 
i even though |! 
rated the respects 
ndant had been 
insel asserted 
not proceed 





1e 





~~~ 


Monday mention ed all 
on both sides X 
r subject to call except 
i. Except as to 
ous adjournments 
sfactory excuses. 
pellants had 

le testimony Dr. 
have given was a 
ir case. Carbone 


ore 





two of 


there 


reason 
Ricci 


ita] 
vital 





Vv. 


( 
) 22 N.J. Super 5, aff’d 
Te imstances must be 
| in the light of the 
ing unethical reluctance on 
r the medical profes- 
ept its obligation to 


its profession in 


actice action. The problem 
ognized and some efforts 
g made to meet it, but 





in 
in 


ome of them 

uld not be dismissed 
: “of a party to be 
trial unless his actions 
iberate and contuma- 
egard of the court’s 
‘y. The record shows 
ch here. Where an in- 
-isdone in refusing an ad- 
the appellate court 



















case must stand on its 
s. The trial court is in 
“fT position than the ap- 
* court to properly deter- 
application for ad- 
fnt and it will therefore | 
clear case for the ap- 
court to interfere. This 

case. Plaintiffs were 
1 the predicament stat- | 
- Clearly were not contu- 
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ed, costs to abide the| 











| study group. Besore said the draft 


| year. 


The Trustees of the State Bar 

: : ee Association are considering the 
is not liable for injuries suS- | gecision of the N. J. Supreme 
tained resulting from a defect, Court directing John E. Selser 
in the work of an independ-| +, answer certain questions be- 
ent subcontractor unless he fore a Grand Jury concerning 
knew of the defect or could) information given him by his 
in the exercise of reasonable | jient Willie Moretti. The Su- 
care have discovered it after| ,-eme Court ruled that the in- 
the work was completed. formation as given was not with- 
|in the attorney-client privilege. 
The matter was considered by | 
the Trustees the request of 
a member of the association at | 
dents—James L. Langan. For| 4 meeting held Tuesday and was | 
appellant—John J. Hughes. oe to afford ee the ri 
gd Nias | tees an opportunity to rea e 
Phage har a decision in full. A further meet- 
accepting the work ‘of an inde- | ‘28 for further discussion was 
saad iaia 2. b ache bee. teenie scheduled for yesterday after- 
PEnGEHy SRACHEe arses, ee noon. The Trustees are consider- 


NEGLIGENCE —CONTRAC- 
TORS—A principal contractor 


Digested from an opinion by 
Clapp, S.J.A.D. rendered May 19, 
1954. Appellate Div. Blankley v. 
Nostrame and Arlite. For respon- 


at 


liable for subs injuries re-| ; 
i ong dere pig neh’ ing whether an appeal or any 
5 i < it} 2 WwW : ; ’ ’ 

ss 2 | other action should be taken by 
attributable to the latter’s neg- sy a y 


the Association 


Conford and Law To Be 
Named To Superior Court 


Meyner has an- 
nounced his intention to nomi- 
nate his counsel, Milton B. Con- 
ford, and Hudson County Prose- 
cutor Frederick T. Law for ap- 
pointment as Judges of the Su- 
perior Court. 


Bar Acts To ‘Improve 
Reporting of Vermont 
Supreme Court Rulings 


ligence even though he could} 
not, in the exercise of due care 
on or after accepting the work, 
have discovered the defect. 

The principal contractor mov- 
ed to dismiss the case on the 
ground there was no proof it 
knew of or in the exercise of 
reasonable care could have dis- 
covered the defect in the subcon- 
tractor’s work. The court denied 
the motion and verdict went for | 
the plaintiffs. 

Held: It is settled, and plain- 
tiff does not dispute, that as a 
general rule the doctrine of re- 
spondeat superior does not rend- 





Governor 


er a person liable for tortious <, 

acts of an independent contrac-| _ Montpelier (ACCN)—Through 

tor he engages. The argument|itS public relations committee, 

is that the principal contractor, | *n€ Vermont State ‘Bar Assn. is 

regardless of its lack of fault, | taking steps aimed at more com- 

merely by accepting the work of prehensive mn yverage of the 

the independent contractor, | State Supreme Court. 

made itself responsible for all Committee Chairman Freder- 

existing defects in his work. lick P. Smith Burlington ex- 
There is little law precisely | pressed belie rogram can be 


on the point. But such as there! worked out that will assist news- 








is frees the contractor of liability papers in presenting clear, factu- 
here unless it knew of the defect | al reports of court activities 
e2ed or could have discovered Efforts are bell nade to cre- 
it in the exercise of reasonable | ate a system will result in 
are on an inspe ction of the/| full reportin Supreme Court 
subcontractor’s work after it| decisions. This } em has long 
was done. bothered leaders of the Vermont 
Since plaintiffs did not estab- | press and sometimes resulting in 
sh either nih appellant knew | sketchy repo yf important 
O y defect in the subcontrac- | cases. 
tor’s work or could in the ex-| Initial steps to improve the 
ercise of reasonable care have| system were made by the com- 
discovered such defect, plaintiffs | mittee and newspapermen at the 
have not made out their case.| opening of the May term of the 
The motion to dismiss should}court. Smith and his colleagues 
have been granted. on the committee, temporarily | 
Reversed. obtained the court decisions and | 


froary 
ITO?) 


them. These 
basis for dis- 


took notes 
were used as the 


Extends Study To Revise 


° cussion. 
New Jersey Public | The committee believes this | 
Utility Statutes | procedure will minimize the| 

| 


| chance of t 1 errors in re- 
(ACCN)—Gov. Mey- | 
er signed into New Jersey law a| 
providing a year’s extension | 
completion of a study of re-| 
state’s public utility 


TRENTON porting decisi 
Contrary 
many other states 
Supreme court deci 
mont are not 
| press. Reporter 
decisions are read fro 





practices in| 
‘opies of state 
sions in Ver- 
irnished to the 
take notes as the 
m the bench 


to 


dv 
y 





on of t 
Statutes. 
study is being conducted 





he 














by a state legislative commission} and write their stories from 
headed by former Sen. Samuel L. | these. 
Bodine of Hunterdon county. It was pointed out that in 
The conmnienien had been di-| highly technical cases this in- 
rected to submit this year its pro-| creases the margin for error. An- 
posals  coveri ng rate-making,| other drawback as far as news 
safety regulations and other fea-| reporting is concerned is that 
tures of Title 48 of the New Jer-| many of the opinions are not 


read at all and these cases go 
unreported. 


sey revised statutes. 

The new legislation permits the 
commission to submit its findings 
and recommendations to the 1955 
state legislature. 

Commission secretary Charles 
Besore said a preliminar y draft 
of a proposed revision has been 
prepared under direction of 
Frank H. Sommer, counsel to the 
state public utility commission 
and a member of the legislative 


Tompkins, Del Tufo 
Approved By Senate 
Subcommittee 


The nominations of US. Atty. 
William F. Tompkins as Assist- 
ant Attorney General and of 
Raymond Del Tufo, Jr., as US. 
Attorney for New Jersey to suc- 
ceed Tompkins were approved 
Tuesday by a senate judiciary 
subcommittee. 


is for discussion purposes only 
and the work will take at least a 








Judicial Review of New Jersey Workmen's 
* Compensation Cases 





by MEYER BRONSTEIN* 


I. INTRODUCTION 


A recent decision of the New, 
Jersey Supreme Court in a re-| 


view of a case originating in the 
Workmen’s Compensation Bur- 
eau’ starts off with these words: 


“This is the fourth tribunal to} 
| peal to the Supreme Court which 


question whether or not the 


petitioning employee is entitled | 


| below resulting in an affirmance 


of the Bureau, an appeal to the 
Appellate Division of the Super- 
ior Court by action in lieu of 
prerogative writ in which the 
law and facts were again re- 
viewed and both lower tribu- 
nals reversed, and finally an ap- 


reversed the Appellate Division 


to compensation for an injury|on the factual issues thereby 


| suffered while performing her) reinstating the first determina- 


usual duties at her customary | tion. 
| These multiple appeals are in- 


place of work.’” 
This case received 


ed to a Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion matter, i.e., a formal hear- 








~ Assignment Order 


SUPREME COURT OF 
NEW JERSEY 





their regular assignments, the | 
following judges are temporarily | 


Superior Court for the month 
of June and to participate in 


presented to the respective Parts 
for decision 
Part A 
Eastwood 
Freund 
Francis 
Part B 
Judge Clapp 
Judge Smalley 
Judge Schettino 
Part C 
Judge Jayne 
Judge Stanton 
Judge Halli 
FURTHER ORDERED that in 
addition to their regular assign- 
ments, the following judges are 
assigned temporarily for the 
month of June as follows: 


Judge 
Judge 
Judge 


the Chancery Division of the 
Superior Court to hear General 





Equity causes in Vicinage #2, 
sitting at Newark; and 
Judge John Drewen to the 


Chancery Division of the Super- 
ior Court to hear General Equity 
causes in Vicinage #1, sitting 
at Jersey City and Hackensack. 
s/ ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT 
C. J. 
May 24, 1954. 


Essex Bar Golf 
Tournament June 17 


Dated: 


On Thursday, June 17, 1954, 
the Annual Golf Tournament of 


| the Essex County Bar Associa- 


tion will be held at the Crest- 
mont Country Club, Eagle Rock 
Avenue, West Orange, New Jer- 
sey. 

Greens fees this year are $6.00 
for golf, and $7.50 for dinner (all 
tips included), with a combina- 
tion ticket for golf and dinner 
fixed at $12.00 

The following procedure 
prescribed for those desiring to 
attend: 

(1) Return your reservation 
card and check promptly. Make 
all checks payable to Saul J. 
Zucker, 744 Broad Street, New- 
ark 2, N.J. 

(2) Call Miss Stonaker, MAr- 
ket 2-9213, for starting 
(foursomes only), and do not 
call her until you have paid your | 
fees. She will not reserve start- 
ing time until entries are paid. 


is 


Judge G. Dixon Speakman to 


time | 


(3) If you are unable to com- | 


plete your own. foursome, tele- 
phone Mr. Silber’s office or Miss 
Stonaker and a game will be 
arranged for you. 


For any additional informa- | 


tion, call Charles Silber, at MAr- 
ket 2-2560. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


treatment that could be accord- | 


ing in the Bureau, a trial denovo| ing a simple, 
on law and fact in the County speedy means of litigation. It is, 
Court based on the SrameceN | | therefore, 


ORDERED that in addition to | 


assigned to the indicated Parts} 
of the Appellate Division of the | 


the disposition of the matters} 


during that period: | 


the full| consistent with a liberal remed- 


ial system designed to compen- 
| sate employees for occupational 
| accidents or diseases by provid- 
inexpensive and 


the purpose of this 
| thesis to suggest such changes 
| aS may be indicated by a review 
|of the New Jersey system of 
appellate practice in Workmen’s 
| Compensation cases after con- 
sidering the following aspects: 
| the legislative and court history 
of appellate review, comparison 
| of our system with other states, 
and the statistical data of ap- 
| peals from the Bureau. 

II. LEGISLATIVE AND COURT 
DEVELOPMENT OF THE PRE- 
SENT JUDICIAL REVIEW 

A. Legislative Development 

Our first Workmen’s Com- 
pensation law in 1911 conferred 
orizinal jurisdiction over peti- 
tions for compensation on the 
County Courts of Common Pleas,’ 
and provided for Supreme Court 
| review of questions of law by 
| writ of certiorari. This plan 
limited the review to questions 
of law and the number of ap- 
pellate tribunals to only two, the 
Supreme Court and the old Court 
of Errors and Appeals in the 
event the Supreme Court allow- 
ed the writ. 

In 1918 the original jurisdic- 
tion of the Common Pleas Court 
was eliminated by the organiza- 
tion of the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Bureau within the De- 
partment of Labor’ and for the 
first time a third appellate tribu- 
nal was inserted by providing 
for a trial de novo before the 
Common Pleas.’ This maintain- 
ed a complete control and re- 
view over the issues determined 
by a new and yet untried agency. 

While the filing of a transcript 
was required, such new trial in- 
volved a rehearing of all the 
witnesses.’ The practice of new 
trials in the Common Pleas was 
already established in this state 
in appeals from courts of inferior 
criminal jurisdiction.” The 1918 
Act was silent on subsequent 
appeals from the Pleas but the 
Supreme Court took jurisdiction 
by certiorari as it did in all 
matters of appeals from ad- 
ministrative tribunals.’ 

In 1921 after three years of 
experience with the new Bureau, 
in order to lighten the burden 
of the Pleas, its review was for 
the first time based only upon 
the transcript of the record and 





(Continued on page 5, Col. 1) 
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5 Submitted 





alfillment of the 
» of Master of 
y Law School 
is used throughout 
‘e 1948 it has been 
Division of Workmen's 
an partment of Labor 
. Stat. 34:1A-11, 
Chain €o., 1 
1952) 













le 
Re 
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Universal 1 


3 A.2d 171 (Dee. 


Po Bx 

construed 
» Supreme 
law by 


be 





149, 
149. 
M. 


lorat 

L. 1918 
1918, c. 
Charlock 


Mise. 


c. 


Co., 
, (Sup. 
Coord. 

(Sup. 


v 
260 262 132 A. 
Gianfrancisco Vv. 
Mise. 219, 165 


194, $2, 
$8 


A 419 


Dp. “a Stat. 
7: NJ Rev. Stat. a2 
Co., 19 


Mabe N.J. 
rp. Ct. 1932), aff'd. 
A 298 (Ct. of Err. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS t . This result ‘ignored the 917) US. ‘District. Court acide, 


amendment relating to materi- 

MECHANICS LIENS —S T O P-| plaintiffs and they filed stop-|almen of subcontractors. The TAXATION oni ko not entitled to th: 
NOTICES—A materialman of) notices pursuant to N.J.S. 2A:44-|amendment did not concern it- The question is whether de- count deduction sought ‘ 
a subcontractor has the stop-| 77 and served them on the own-/| self with any lien on funds due bentures of ‘plaintiff C, were Opinion by Judge Har; 
notice protection and remedy er pursuant to N.J.S. 24:44-78-79.| from the contractor or the ex- issued at a discount. and if so filed May 17. Montana. 
under N,. J. S. 2A:44-77-80 |) When the stop notices were file d tent of his obligation to the sub- | whether such discount is to be! Civil 159-52. 
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against any sums due from the there was no money due the|/contractor. It concerned itself deducted in C’s income and ex- = — 
owner to the contractor though | subcontractor because it had de-| solely with the funds due from cess profits tax returns accord- —_—e Bar Outi 
there be nothing due from the faulted on its subcontract and| the owner and gave the materi- ing to the principle laid down Ing 
owner or contractor to the the contractor completed thej|almen of the subcontractor the in American Smelting v. U. S June 18 ow! 
subcontractor. work. However, there was then| stop-notice remedy against such | 130 F 9d 88° The principle stat- ‘ 5 Pay aca 
—Mills v. Hegeman overruled. due or about to become due suf-| funds. Presumably the legisla-| eq in that case is that the dif- : The June Outing of the cgi gssi 
STATUTES — STARE DECISIS— (ficient sums from the owner to!|ture considered this to be fair ference between the par value den County Bar Associatioz 
rhe principles of stare decisis) the contractor to pay the plain- | and equitable to all concerned in| of bonds and the fair market be held on Friday, June 1 
; ; H ; , } 4 al i ii ali ille > - ae Vos} m 
and legislative acquiescence in tiffs’ claims in full. view of the fact that the engage- | yalue of what the issuer receives | ~2Ver'O™ Country Club. fy 
judicial interpretation of sta Plaintiffs claim that under the | ment of the subcontractor is the! jn return therefor is a bond dis- 2 = avaline, Jr., Chairmy 
sc are , : “ : 5 : croay ? GOK Re : : ; the ymmittee, annou 
tutes are net absolute and UN- Mechanics’ Lien Law defendant esponsibility and count for federal tax purposes. 3 ? t *s ¢ a os ( 
“r coge ire ances give 1 ' , stip oe ie rae re ae ) acilities o 1e oo 
der cogent cire umstances Sive! owner is obligated to pay their the work and material furnish- k coey. mcerek covtain: wie ne ue ' os ‘J ne i 
way to overriding considera- | Qjaims from the sums due the|ed to the subcontractor contri- tr ay See ~ 1932 it transfe Country Club will per: 
tions: to that end judges re- Defendant denied! butes to the performance by the Cl , zs ALIS TE vival of the baseball co 
: ; ’ ‘ rendan renieda 4 tal EAMES ARENAS wd red the property ( cory hot ur the member 
main free to reexamine earlier The trial court contractor of his contract with ves vines ts , corp., &@ between the members o 
determinations and correct ndant’s favor fe¢ the owner Arle ie n c - sersnaen se <i and officials of he 
. : SUSIE S de 4 ‘ irn for al he stock of ‘or —— te onvernmo? 
judicial errors. ve decision of the ge ' -" aaron oe ned nae —- County governme nt 
5 : mn { \i ( Conneen, ae H stituted a lax I1ree re- The food will be a 
om an opi by } ’ 2 he food will ‘ 
sen Tk deage M anc Appe. cided in Vice (¢ ( 1 In 1936 B corp. tween seafood and me 
‘ ndered Mav 17, 1954 man 94 N.J. Eq. § é bad. cantinncd am Alcan al transferred the property to Cl an cerca ee ae S: 
NA, Seat an ‘ nes : sor elted sectien o and noted Its ions - On AOperty wu All refreshments will } 
supreme Cou Arrow v. Hud- | (1923). Plaintiffs appealed ; ‘ ecure to mater- corp. also controlled by A corp the C BOTS , : h 
son. For appellants—Ha ry Phil Held: The function of thi ! utractor or sub-| for $10 million in C corp de-) epare 
Frank G. Alster and Har-) ;. , ; a m the wisdon ; ; : eae thes r eggs ere sa I 
Ph ee eer ty. _| legislation but to fairly seek and ving by the owner, and of the property on the books of yan the) : a 
( \a Heller (Heller & yy ,.,4 inn, Ineinlatiog: ‘xis . : ; ee B cor one oS mnilitos The ; idapndirh 
Ss, athy , N s i Bt i ee {uOI nt 
| CT t ( Leg 7 P ‘ + ) Ww \ tine . T x 
G ‘ ¢ \ ( i, W 
; a ns e Me y I \ Con n on A | r 
ri Ol s ( st ¢ 1} + 
aha ) Lt ) ‘ f 
: \ { 1 \ 
Lye } ( c> ) ( ay . ri ¢ 
) Ot ( E. : E ; hF 
d 
; I Court of E ( r 
i I 1 m ; n I ( ¢ 
v. It is difficult Held: The trai va n the 
} e710 
i if 
( ( a et? Fri Ju ] a 
s ah aad C pall tv 
ied ma ial d not over d the Hegeman 1} figzu arrived at ler th eC 
s could not seek l u id been distin- provisions of the revenue act Dy 
0 2wainst funds due from ished on the fact Yr ( ta ins and losses and WORKMEN'S De 
he ntractol i : ; a a eer take into consideration such Cam] 
LEGAL a alas Sern >. wae a ‘ a os ca ae items a aepreciation and de- F 
? : - 7 ata " ? 1 o a) ads ALICIUaACaA Ail ae a | meee ee ‘ z wa ra m7}. 1" 5 \ 
latest rate FOR d aed to enlarge it ha en revised and restated it Di n of is sources The a COMPENSATION 
per annum I and this time it added ngs 24:44-77-89 provides for tax free recogniza- 
ALL ‘ Sec. 3 ship is LAW A 
/ TRUST ind 1e ( 
/ : 2 
i / sub rains or losses until 
FUNDS ‘ > t if other disposi ~ by 
) yf insferred 
— Insured up to $10,000 Ss SiS Oo ition. The “adj ust- Larson 
y U. S. Govt. Instrumentality aa hoxic ymes into play when ] 
( isi mes into play when . 
Tronsactions may be handled by mail ae s ransferee sells the assets 
FREE PARKING at st mio men of the subc i . tion im a tax A thorough and authoritatn 
Se ees S the state ind is no ‘ , 
Your account or in nyited n¢ recover ul t not treatise completely covering 
Kina ce a t t he basis : 
ee ete . xten al SE 5 Re eae tags the subject. Recently pu 
cont! 1 ¢ tT ( measures ret GQisCOullt “ 
er ; : Smelting lished and already cited 
S¢ Ii) S yredictabllit i OMICS 
“3} te Nn M " . y lat 
‘a 7 s s such is not the New Jersey Appellai 
“ SVSI 1ey t ( : : 
SAVINGS and Loan Assn. vanee payments social value... But value |} Courts. 
‘ s 2m See hee PR bpiptgig tie Nate - bu 
. ree on oo ale Vas No su sta € not absolutes and under . t 
chell 2- er : ae eens’ aeons : value, alt os ’ ee 
Philip Klein President : E. & A Sele. neces they 2 BINDER VOLUMES Si 
\N s the op \ e Way to ing considera- 
tions which recognize that the GANN LAW BOOKS 





legal system is to 
justly the needs of present 
id, to that end, 
free to reexamine 


determinations and cor- 





free reorgani- 
not borne the 
the contrary 





790 Broad St., Newark 2, \J 
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Fiductaru and “s urt Bonds rarlier 
: rect judicial errors whether they 
60 PARK PLACE. NEWARK Mitchell 28228 9 dicial errors whether they 

ERE i ENT i. 


prede cessors”. 
Eaarat a a Under the circumstances of fs STATE 7p L f il i | i 6G 


the Hegeman and Conneen deci- Bink 


: inancial j rinters sions and the lack of subsequent 
app e decisions, the court { 

a. ted forms and documents “ee to sdept sion aaaediatans- Although the Marital Deduction has greatly 

sr &Ene and 1 registration with the feels nee aqaop 1€ sor 1C- ¢ E 

als = 4 +3 «1° ; + > . 

4 tion which appears to effectuate reduced the death © burd in: 
Pe: ai iia Reslenase dante vere educed tne death tax Durden in many if 
ves snd Exchange Commission the legislative purpose. Such in- =e] 
N > terpretation supports plaintiffs’ stances, there are other ways to save taxes. 4 
~ARTHU R W. CROSS Ss. L he position and to the extent the “he 
Hegeman case is to the contrary 


New Jersey Division of ries = = : - : ; anne 
cS Divis it is overruled. Thus, careful planning of your client's estate 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. Reversed. bef S ace d - hi ill i £ the 
71.78 CLINTON STREET. NEWARK 5. NJ Heher, J. dissenting, in an ee Ses ee ee ae eee eee 
one MARKET 8-4994 opinion cencurred in by Justice utmost importance. 
Oliphant holds the majority de- 
cision subjects the contractor to ; 
a liability extra the subcontract Ifyou think that our experience in these matters ” 

that is nonexistent under the - : ; ae 

COUNSEL ae for the Defense law as unanimously interpreted can be helpful. just pick up the phone. cai 
in the Begeman <aee, Seen 2 MArket 2-5800 and ask for one of our @-,, 
terpretation has long since be- 
come settled by legislative ac- Trust Officers. 


Loss of Life * Life Plan (includes employees) ceptance. He holds that an in- 
t of a statute by a 


‘of last resort fixes the 
> of the statute as though EL] U union TR 


sed in the statute itself, 

it is unjust to the contractor COMPANY Ss it 
| 
t 


vecializiy ig 17 
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Loss of Income * Professional Disability Plan 






Liability Lowyers Protective Insurance 
(professionel errors) 
* WON-CANCELLABLE—The only Group Plons opprovwed by NJ. State Bor Ass'n w OV errule law which he rr 
right to rely on, that the sda d : ee eee a5) rr e 
JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY It sought to be reached by BELLEVILLE « EAST ORANGE e IRVINGTON  \ : 
najor is in effect now ime ie 
BO PAYMOND BOULEVARD NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY Pee —_ Ae Moni a Hage leu Jersey 
s€Elsiatl ana s U s = 

MARKET 33086 complished as to be prospective MEMBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORF 

only and not retroactive. 
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CHANIC’S LIENS — STOP- 
QTICES—FEDERAL LIENS— 
gssIGNMENTS—A stop-notice 
igaimant whose __ stop-notice 
pas been duly and timely fil- 
;. secures priority in funds 


uting remaining to be paid by the 
7 gvner over a federal lien 
against the contractor or an 
th assignment by the contractor 
‘iatior Mgnough these antedate the 
ae op-notice. 
lub. F ERAL LIENS—The rights of 
la fhe U.S. under a federal lien 
u not extend beyond the rights 


ivefeef the taxpayer whose prop- 
rmit erty is sought to be levied on. 


Pigested from an opinion by 
ing, J. rendered May 17, 1954 
rome Court. Bankers v. Fer- 
; For the U.S.—Charles 
Hoens, Jr. For Union—Hugh 
Spernow. (Wallisch & Wal- 
at For other respon 
Charles Rubenstein (Ru- 


1S & Glick, Werksman 
ron & Cohen, W Arnold 
} ttys) 


x entered into a con- 
with Ferber, as general 
‘ractor, for Ferber to build 
center on Elmwood’: 
contract and specifi 

tions were filed Sept. 6, 1950 
ro entered into a subcontract 
h Ferber for some of the work. 
r) then entered into ag 
ith Platt, Campbell, 

and Union to furnish 

used in the construc 





re 


ree 


a 


23, 1951 Zaro assigned 
$10,154.04 of the money 


on due Zaro from Ferber 
the assignment was 
Ferber. 


Campbell filed a stop-notice 
nst Elmwood on Feb 19, 1952 
naterials delivered 
ing $525. Platt filed a 
notice on March 21, 
21 7.778.20. 

On May 6, 1952 the final 
ne due Ferber 
‘t with Elmwood and 

ne day there 
Ferber to Zaro 


pay- 


under 


pecame 


unaer 


ntract $18,737.45 On 
7 nwood made its final 
eritat Ferber but withheld 
oi 137.45 due Zaro and 
OSE sum in escrow, with 
ily pu nsent, with Bankers 
cited bf re ng that claims thereto 
late made by the U. S., 

" t Platt and Union 
3 ntly, on Aug. 7, Spe- 


a stop-notice for 


; 840.04 




















DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 









further liability. 

The claimants interpleaded 
and a final judgment was enter- 
ed adjudging that the stop-not- 


matured on that date. The prop- | 


right maturing, the federal 
attached, to the exclusion 
filed later by 


erty 
lien 
if the stop-notice 
Specialties. 


The 


federal lien attached to 





ice claims of Campbell, Platt and |g} rights of Zaro, including all 
Specialties were entitled tO rights subsequently maturing, no 
priority over all other claimants jater than June 16, 1950. Zaro’s 


and that the U.S. was entitled! acsionment of his interest to 

to priority over Union. The US. Union was not executed until 

and Union appealed. May 23, 1951 ordingly, the 
Held. The U.S. claims priority fe deral lien early superior 

over the stop-notice claimants} + 9 and entitled to priority over 

by virtue of 26 U.S.C.A. 3670 and | ynjon’s assignment. ‘ 

3671. These statutes provide thai Modified accordingly. 


the U.S. shall have a lien on all 
property and rights of a tax-pay- 
er who fails to pay any tax after 
mand which lien shall arise 
at the time the assessment list 

received by the collector. The 


U. S. asserts the stop-notice 
claimants acquire only an in- 
choate right in the fund, and 


not a lien, within the purview of 
U.S. v. Security, 340 U.S. 50-51. 
In that case the federal tax lien 
and an attachment under a state 
tatute were applicable to the 
ame property and the _ state 
courts had determined such an 
attachment created merely an 
inchoate right, and not a lien. 
That case is not applicable. 
The U. S. has a lien, if at all, 
on only the funds to which Zaro 
be entitled. The rights of 
the U.S. do not extend beyond 
the rights of the taxpayer whose 
property is sought to be levied on 
and the federal lien 
only to the property of the tax- 
payer. Under our Mechanics Lien 
Act, when a contract and speci- 
fications are filed, materialmen 
and laborers have an inchoate 
lien against the owner and these 
inchoate liens can be perfected 
by taking the steps provided in 
statute. When so perfected 
top-notice claimant obtains 
preference over holders of 
ignments submitted to the 
fore or after the filing 


may 


the 





the 

as- 
own- 
of 


Gk 


of a stop-notice, the owner is 


required to withold payments to 


the contractor until the stop- 
notice claimant is satisfied, up 
to the amount of the contract. 


See Meyer v. Standard 114 N.J.L. 
483. Until the money due and to 
rrow due under contract 
properly distributed, it is for all 
purposes in the hands 
owner for stop-notice 
ts and must be retained 
* such claimants. This 
1 the c yn that the 


sub- 


the is 


yractical 





ymnc.usit 


stor, In this case tne 


has 
































ontractor Zaro no property 
ns of the U.S. consist 1 t in so much of the funds 
OKS nts against Zar r the hands of the owner as 
me, withholding and ecessary to stop-notice 
k 2.N notices of assess- claimants. Zaro’s ! under the 
1g been filed on var- ntrac is secon or in- 
ince 1949. One of e vate. Although deral lien 
ts was for over ~hes to that r t does not 
een recorded June 16, ree Accord y, Camp- 
y on certain of the id Platt were properly ad- 
was made on Ferber judged to have priority. 
1952. Specialties, |] did not 
and Elmwood filed file its after the 
int in interpleader in A contrat en paid in 
arly 52. Interpleader was order- by wood. The 
sa Bankers was directed ] e to Ferber and to 
ine <<. the $18,737.45 in court id over to Fer- 
cee and taxed costs we for named 
XeS. ato Bankers and Elmw mants. Zaro’s property right 
hey were discharged of! in any excess of the escrow funds 
| ALL Mitchell 3-4430 
For the F-A-S-T-E-S-T Bond Service 
BUSINESS OF INSURANCE 
a PHILIP FIERSTEIN & CO. 
— 7 ACADEMY STREET NEWARK 2, N.J. 
Ca ce — 
our p 


framiner and Master 
/ of the Superior Court 
Notaries Public 


‘E IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 


LOUIS KABOT 


and Associates 


CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
DEPOSITION SPECIALISTS 


24 COMMERCE STREET 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
MArket 2-6645 
and MArket 2-6646 








attaches | 


top-notice. After the filing | 


Costs to 
parties to the appeal to be 
the fund in court. 


all 
paid out of 


CRIMINAL LAW — INSANITY— 


| The test of a_ defendant’s 
ability to be put to trial is 


whether he is able to compre- 
hend his position and intelli- 
gently consult with counsel 
and plan his defense; it is not 
measured by a comparison of 

| his mental ability with an in- 

| fant’s, 

—A proceeding 
2A:163-2 
inal trial to determine mental 


under N. J. S. 


is a civil proceeding in which 


Injunction Sought To End Segregation in Housing 


A group of 18 Negroes are seek- , suit which also seeks a total of 


ing a Federal court order that 
would end racial segregation in 
public housing projects. 

Their attorneys, headed by 
Thurgood Marshall, of New York, 
asked Federal district court for 
permanent and preliminary in- 
junction against agems refusing 
Negro applicants residence in 
Fred Wessels HOmes, an apart- 
ment project in Georgia. 

The Negroes named as defen- 
dants the Public Housing Ad- 
ministration and the Housing 
Authority of Savannah and of- 
ficials of the two agencies in the 





ions are not found in the crimi- 
nal procedure svatute but rather 
in other sections. 

Under the Act of 1847 the 
Circuit Court was invested with 


| jurisdiction to hold such inquest 
|and later the Common Pleas 
| Court. Neither of these courts 


| was invested with criminal juris- 


in advance of crim-| 


diction. This indicates the clear 
intent of the legislature that the 


| proceeding was in the nature of 
ability of accused to stand trial | 


a verdict of sanity or insanity | 
may be rendered by 10 or more | 


| jurors agreeing. 
Digested from an opinion 
Oliphant, J. rendered May 
1954. Supreme Cot State v. 
Gross. For appellant—George F. 
|Losche. For the State 


rt 


an inquest as at common law 
rather than a step in a criminal 
proceeding. The proceeding has 
never been a part of the crimi- 


| nal procedure acts of this State. 


Dy | 
17, | 


The trial of the issue by a jury 
both at common law and under 
the statute has always been dis- 


| cretionary with the court. There 


Harold | 


|Kolovsky, Dep. Atty. Gen.; C. 
| William Caruso on the brief. 

| Defendant was indicted for| 
;}murder. Counsel for defendant 
| applied for a hearing to deter- 
mine defendant ability to be 
put to trial, alleging he was un- 


able to comprehend his position | 


and to intelligently consult with 
counsel and plan his defense. 
The County Court judge granted 
the hearing and decided that the 
matter be heard jury. A pro- 
ceeding was then 
jury pursuant 


DY a 





held before a. | 
N.J.S. 2A:163-2. | 


The jury returned a verdict by a} 


vote of 10 to 2 tl 


t defendant was 


sane and a judgment was enter- 
ed according] Defendant ap-| 
| plied for certifi 1 which was 


granted under R.R. 1:10-3. 


Defendant ies the inquiry 
below concer} tself only with 
insanity whereas there was no 
such claim defendant but 

her the he had the 
mentality seven year 
old child. De ilso argues 
the verdict had to be unanimous. 

Held: The 1 that one un- 
able to com} his position 
and to con ently with 
‘ounsel an i his defense 
cannot be put to trial. But that 
does not n t proof of 

] ufficient to 


; respon- 


not mea- 








yn of his 

mental ability ith an infant’s. 
test is his appreciation of 
nature al quality of his 
and the difference between 
and wi! 1 its commis- 

The test ) whether a 
defendant tand trial is 
whether he is able to compre- 


hend his position, to consult in- 
telligently with insel and plan 
l court prop- 
as to the 


his defense 


harved the rv 
Malsea ii Aly 


test and issue 

A proceedin 
2A:163-2 is in the 
civil proceeding 
Stitution and the trial court 
therefore properly applied N.J.S. 
'2A:80-2 which pe! 
verdict by t 


CFiy ¢€ 


N. J. S&S. 
nature of a 
the con- 


noder 
i1maer 


unaer 





mits 
en jurors agreeing in 
a civil cause tried before a jury 
| Of 12 jurors. The statute imple- 
|}ments Art I par 9 of the consti- 
| tution. 
| The 








proceeding to test the 





sanity of a criminal defendant is} 


| Of ancient origin and has never 
been considered a criminal pro- 
ceeding or a step in a criminal 
cause. It is in the nature of an 
inquest trying a collateral issue. 
Such was the proceeding at com- 
mon law. It for this reason 
that the early statutory provis- 


1S 


a jury| 


| 





is no constitutional guaranty of 
a jury trial. 

Prior to the 1947 Constitution 
in a civil inquisition to deter- 
mine insanity of a person a jury 
trial was mandatory and a un- 
animous verdict was required. 
Since the 1947 Constitution in- 
sanity proceedings may be tried 
without a jury and if a jury is 
impaneled a verdict may be 
rendered by 10 jurors agreeing. 


These provisions apply equally to 
an inquisition such as is here 
involved. 

Affirmed. 

Wachenfeld, J. dissenting in 


an opinion concurred in by He- 
her, J., holds the determination 
of sanity of an accused murder- 
er is a part of the criminal pro- 
ceeding to determine guilt or in- 
nocence and there is no sound 
logic or reasoning for disecting 
the criminal cause, carving out 
a portion of it from the whole, 
and classifying the part so sev- 
ered as a civil proceeding. The 
effect of the majority opinion is 
to give an accused murderer the 
advantage of escaping 
ibility by a 5/6 vote of tk 


| , ; c jtu 
wnere Insanity 









respon- 








is pleaded. 





$90,000 in damages. 

The suit seeks to make it il- 
legal to pursue racial segregation 
in public housing projects or to 
construct, operate or maintain 
separate public housing. 

Marshall, the leading lawyer in 
the Supreme Court school segre- 
gation suits, and the other at- 
torneys contend their plaintiffs 
were denied entrance to the Wes- 
sels home solely because they 
were Negroes. 

Ask Disciplinary Action 
For Alleged Illegal 
Practice 


RICHMOND(A C C N) — Vir- 
ginia’s Supreme Court of Ar ~eals 
was asked by the Virginia bKlec- 
tric and Power Co. to refuse a 
request of Arlington county to 
suspend recent Vepco rate in- 
creases pending a high court 
hearing of an appeal from the 
order granting the new rates. 

In a motion to dismiss the 
petition of appeal, the company 
also accused the National Utility 
Services, Inc., of New York, of 
illegally practicing law in Vir- 
ginia. The New York concern rep- 
resented a number of Virginia 
concerns that opposed the new 
Vepco rates in hearings last year 





before the state Corporation 
Commission. 
The utility’s motion to dis- 


miss the petition was based on 
alleged non-compliance with the 
rules for appeals from lower 
courts and commissions. 

The utility company’s motion 
said the New York concern 
“is a lay agency engaged by its 
own admission, in the represen- 
tation of others before this court. 


represented by counsel em- 





en 





jloyed directly by it. That is the 
illegal practice of law.’ 


Vepco contended that not on 
should ional Utility Service: 


Nat 2 
t be allowed to appear be- 








ore the high court, but also th 
aniiyt b + ¢abo 13 rey 
Ur snOuUIa take dl Ary 
actior 





It Costs No More... 


to have your depositions and hearings 


experienced 
Certified Shorthand 
Reporter 


token by an 


of the 


emoer 


sey Bar 


BENJAMIN ROSEts.ma 


618 Bloomfield Ave, Montclair, N. J 
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Largest Title Plants in the State 
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STATEWIDE SERVICE 
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UNJUST CRITICISM 


considerations 
nor be apprehensive of unjust 
, Judicial Ethics) 

tigation with the 
7 some emotional hue < 


popularity or notoriety, 





becomes worse 





torial writers in 





in a ane cases. 
Francis during a 






‘standing of cise heir tec -alities of the case. 


the function and re- 
f a trial of the charges set 





law that the burden of 


an exceptionally competent 
Suan —— te of his —_ desert. 


tork ils ae s he ow 


it not in < aie interest even though there 
sufficient proofs 


>and the pri neiple of bur ‘den = eet 





oa a of ‘fair pl ay. 


in areca 
> sitting at Saetines times 





s an Advisory nrrapsesel 
as Superior Court J 
y and Appellate Divisions. Judge 








feel 1th pice a 1 grave in} ustice ce h as bee en done 


guar ‘a for a ft ree societ y Fustice by cla 


public ‘int erest. 








lative News 





nty Board of Taxa- 


r 


the Division of Em ploy- 
t Security or its au 


. to succeed Fred A. Tetor, 










of rent control in cer- 





Book Notice 


By Joseph M. Jacobs 

NEW JERSEY PRACTICE, 
DISTRICT AND MUNICIPAL 
COURTS. BY ERVIN S. FULOP 
AND H AROLD M. KAIN. Newark, 
New Jersey: Soney & Sage Com- 
pany. 1954 2 vols. Pp. XLVI, 730; 
Pp. XLVIII, 779. 

This work on District and Mu- 
nicipal Court Practice in New 
Jersey, in two volumes, prepared 
by District Court Judge Ervin S. 
Fulop, who is responsible for the 
portion devoted to the district 
courts, and Magistrate Harold 
M. Kain, who authored the part 
dealing with practice in the mu- 

licipal courts, was unhurried in 
its preparation and publication, 
a fact that will be immediately 
evident to those who have occas- 
i to use it. Not only is it the 
fir New Jersey practice book 
‘ontaining references to the Re- 
vised Rules effective September 
9, 1953. but also, it reveals a most 
inusual and commendable 

hnessinpreparation 
*-h unfortunately does not 


ve a counterpart in any book 














deali with uppe rt prac- 
¢ New Jersey. T factors 
mbine ti ifford a _ practice 
that will continue usefu 
reasonably long period of 

time to those who labo n the 
district and municipal courts. 


ince the practice in 
urts is made to ec 
t prescribed for 
courts, except where the 

court rules have ex- 














provisions limited to that 

cou the work contains exhau- 
Stive references to the upper 
‘ourt rules and pertinent de- 
cisions, and many of the chapt 
"Ss apply y to, and hence 

are invaluable in = connection 


practice in the higher 
rts. The authors’ service in 
their respective courts, their] 
painstaking examination of the | 
present practice and their clear 
expository style, all contribute 
to make the work the definitive 
authority in its field. 

Part I of the work, compris- 
ing the first volume and about | 
two-thirds of the second volume, 
is confined to civil practice. The 
first six chapters deal largely 
with the history and organiza- 
pager of the district court, and the 

next _ three chapters deal with 
Orial jurisdiction, subject 
matter of jurisdiction and trans- 
fer of actions, respectively. There 
follows in the succeeding chap- 
ters a development of the sub- 
ject from the commencement of 
the action. through the pre- 
paration of the pleading, the 
preparation for trial, the trial 
and the entry of judgment, and 
the many matters of incidental 
practice. The chapter on prepar- 
ation for trial, filled with many 
practical suggestions, should ap- 
peal strongly both to the sea- 
soned practitioner and to the 
tvro. The subjects of Appeals, 
Execution and, finally, the sta- 
tutory remedies, such as attach- 
ment, replevin, dispossess, and 
the like, complete the logical 
treatment in Part I. 

Part II, consisting of only the 
last two hundred odd pages of 
the second volume, contains a 
tersely written exposition of the 
practice and procedure in crimi- 
nal matters in the municipal 
courts 

Those who are confronted with 
questions that have not yet been 
directly answered by legislation, 
rules or decisions will not find 
the answers in this work. This 
detachment is probably due to 
the official position of each of 
the authors and to the proper 
limits they set in defining the 
scope of the book. Accordingly. 
no effort was made to interpret 
rules or statutes which have 
not been construed by the courts 

ecasionally, however, an un- 
written practice is set down 
which may have the effect of 
crystallizing a departure from 
the letter of the applicable rule. 
Thus, in the suggested form, used 
by some clerks, for the entry of 








v 


an appearance by a defendant 


VOICE OF THE BAR 
COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 





Nothing could be more appro- 
deserved than your 


. Justice AcKerson’s re- 
page from _ oe Court 


Rutge rs Sc hool 


put forth to make that 
a truly outstanding 
was then enlisted 
>, With his indomit- 
spirit and energies 
of his aPpeconggie i 
the Low School, < 





education in n New Jer- 


tice Ackerson his 














Rutgers University 


the ieee: stele 


help in his courageous | 


Pe comra at the 


been reached. But three-quarters 


s in the most eco- 
ing adequately for the 


and for rooms for smaller 





se, provision is made 


appearance by an attorney 
defenses need be set forth. Where 


ance pro se and sets forth 
eaireged at seed ins! 


a the pee Ree 
trial and urge additional affirm- 


plaintiff had non 
— Vv. re. 2 


Ww ork c contains I 


being collected 
are more convenient- 


places in the subject matter. The 


footnotes and the citations are 
brought down to the last minute. 


with appropriate 
e text are added fea- 





by pocket parts keep 
up to date so that busy 


_inevitable changes. 

ful work should light- 
rs and ease the mind 
sonal who merely takes 





groups, these minimum qy:: 
can not include even an ;. 
torium unless more than ¢: 


000 is raised. 


At present, insufficient 


and library space are 


for housing the necessar 


lars and teachers, as 


what promises to be a ¢ 
tively modest-sized stude 
Similarly, facilities for tr 
appellate moot courts a 
ed. There are, moreover, no 
inar rooms for this essentig) - 
of modern legal educatio; 
well as no facilities in whi 

student body or the bar 


brought together in 


numbers to hear disti 


visitors or participate 


legal institutes or other s: 
programs. Of course, there :; 


place where law stud 
members of the bar 
gather for informal 
f id The outstar 
will be more 








‘ters for all 
. the succes 











ation of a law center 
more physic 
Bu same Arie 
be apparel that 
sources ha an in 

on wW can 
way of concentratin 
study, an - facil iti es 
semination of result 


these, and much more 








aw center can identif 
sues, marshall data 
+} _ 

the 

me 

ind 

me 

he 

tion. 


But the further 
of the readers of 
with the program he 
Justice Ackerson must 
coming if the physica! 
the Law Center is t 


This building is an esse! 


gredient in any plan 
Center which would 
in the improvement of | 
related affairs in New 


collecting the necessary 


men, and ideas for pr 
lization to lead to use 
Rutgers University is 
that legal training 
service be second to 
are sure of this whe 
and associates marshal 
sources and contacts b 
coal and Mr. Justice 
Arthur C. Frant 
Director of Develo; 
Rutgers Universit 












Editor: 


It is most heartening 


individual members 
can aid in the work of th 
mittee as in a recent 
by Reuben Brown, Esq 
An advertisement 
a “package Will forms 


ed in the Elks Magazl 









Brown immediately 
cated with the magazine 
a result the same W 
appear. Recently an at 
cerning package Wil 
peared in the 
Practice News, Vol 
1954, No. 1 on Page N 
instances have con 
tention of this Con 
to stop the sale of s 
by many the source of 
to be obtained and ‘A 
local association uld 
take to stop the 
source of printing. 

I want to sincerely 
ben Brown, Esq. for i! 
and in the best of ! 
est informing the n 
the amgrenes adverti 
of a recent com 























Surrogate of New York that 


printed forms are not 
all States and that the 4 


ment is misleading 4 


creates expensive 1itis4 





thereafter. 
Nathan Tu 
Chairman Ess 


Bar Ass’n. C 


Unlawful Pract 














SUDStar- 




















larger and 
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Page Five 























dicial Review of Workmen's Compensation Cases 





1 ) 





tinued from page from the Appellate Division was 
opened to them. 


B. Court Development 








. Quindilime cestimony before the Bur- 
. exists in our current 


@ 1 as 








aa The law also confirm- Besides the legislative changes 
“Syrisdiction of the Su- i? the law, there have also ap- 

; ourt to review questions peared court changes in appel- 
: , law and fact by certior- late practice and procedure, the | 
the addition of the factua] MOSt extensive being due to the 





191] mew Constitution of 1947. 


as opposed to the 





OW 

1€ . 9 t+ that ec e + 
come: brought the Compensation Ps Fess ean that set up 
‘ont MA; in line with the old Cer-;COmmon Pleas review on the| 
hacks; re record of the Bureau gave rise 


to a sprinkling of cases by that 
‘ourt to the effect that the Bur- 





was totally el 










support 


< iminated and ’ , : = : 

a ~~ ‘ fa ane eau’s determination of factual 

Act provided that AW | sock aca’ eo 
; ae ka issues would not be disturbed 
of the WOrEMeEn’Ss| 1k. tha vvcdiak Af paced 
tion Bureau shall be... ESS _ ne pl oduct Or pressure, 
rae ti cs . sat | partiality, prejudice or mistake,” 
ee Ade es bia jorarl ONY .” or if there were any evidence to 
i ee Tee oe Se the Bureau's findings. 


as short 
























lin 7 ; 

-lived in as ey aes 
; I “ These criteria while applicable 

year the legis ; msigaeh : 
: . sf 0 appellate questions in com- 
. 4 bbe me cia roaigg mon law cases were later deem- 

Jere ne ’ wry) ) as r VIE W on ° . I 
1ere sg che Comme ze os : ed inappropriate to the Compen- 
3 : soghl — *. ,...| Sation Act which was held to 
Supreme Court review of law require a re-weighing of the 
certiorari facts and the law by the Pleas 
version to prior in a trial de novo, even if only 
sion Was made with from the record, to provide “a 
1 for the consideration 

the testimony adduced” 
A The new practice under the 
ane new Constitution mad ¢ n 
: e with respect to the Com 
m Pleas appeal other than to 
re! 1e the court as the County 
Court. The 1953 Amendment to 
- ““ | N. J. Rev. Stat. 34:15-66, however, 
‘ Seerepeieeste vist ey nly provides that an appeal 
e : : ‘hen “*** | from the Bureau be taken 
aI is ntules Inst¢ ada Of con to the Countv and no 
urisdiction to one necifies that uch Dp 
; Jiiy ops ACS Lilal SUCTI ap- 
ureau sat on hear- } ; 
ee pe based only on the trans- 
c tently om pt of the record and testi- 
Pleas Jurisdiction 3 B it such requirement i 
" + aas 4 u oul Ls 4 haa aii 4 L 1S 

} > aR n+ t } 7 

ae we idents t ge now covered by a correlating 
red outside the state. Thi rule of the Supreme Court’ un 
Aud Ui aC OUP aii ui uiim 
ome gl gad der its rule-making power. These 

1 . } tr t ° <o: sa 
1953 by providing that changes were in line with the 


f wi 


legislative policy of withdrawing 
trot n the field of court procedure 


in such exceptional cases 
ard by the County} 


the county where 








np aa since the Winbe rry Case” which 
ear . ne interin . 

“see rg . | held that the new Constitution 
tigants 1a not 1ackK aioe ont ig er ‘tion in this 





Salc 





review, as 
Supreme 
erogative 


certioral 
Court and 
writ action 


field upon the »w Jersey Su- 
preme Court 


The 








took 
appellate jurisdiction in com- 
| pensation matters by certiorari 
ither directly from the Bureau 
where a jurisdictional question 
raised,” or from the Com- 
Pleas under the statute 
ts own general certiorari 


JVV aa 
ince O 


01a 





2 9, §7, 
Anderson vY. ueuares 
1 TT 











or 
ijWris- 
J urls 


f this 





) alway subject to the di 
cretion of the court, the 

which closed all furtl 
nues of revie However, if 
writ was denied by a single jus- 
an application could be 
the court en banc by 
why the writ 











né of 


he 


men tice, 


ew Lawyer’s nade 


vile 





to 


show cause 


ull LO 











Protective Polic should not issue.’ In considerins 
g % Yy the granting of writ, the test 
ne 4 was the existence of a fairly de- 
CoE policy gives complete protec- | batable question of law or fact.’ 

© _ lawyers, whether they ch question was more obvious 

General _ Practice, Title where the two lower courts had 


‘lalists, Title Searchers, Negli- 
# Attorneys, Patent Attorneys 
any other special field of law 








red under this policy 
aims arising from any 
Higent act, any error, or any 
sion occurring in the per- 
Tance of any professional ser- 
rendered to your clients. 
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| disagreed™ but less so where they| Minutes of Conference on Unauthorized Practice 


| did agree,” so that further re- 

| view might be cut off at that of the Law 

| Beant. If the writ was granted The follegwing are the minutes; lowing recommendations which 
"9 the discretion of a single jus-| of a conference on Unauthorized | were adopted: 

| tice no matter how inadvertent| practice of the Law held on! (1) That wide publicity be 


| his action, or by the court On| Apri] 30, 1954, at 4:00 P.M. at 


|rule, the Supreme 
thereafter required to review! 
| both the law and facts in the! 
ease 

With respect ictual re- 
view. while the earlier cases held 
|that the findings of the lower 


court would not be reversed if 
there were any evidence to sus- 




















ain them,” subsequent and more 
prevailing decisi held that 
the Supreme Court must review 
and re-weigh the law and the 
facts.” Of course, it was often 
Stated that the urrence of 
two lower courts on disputed 
questions of fact would not be 
lightly disturbed 

Under the ld Constitution, 
once the writ lowed by 
the Supreme Court, an appeal 
could be taken matter of 
right from fin etermina- 
tion to the Cour f Errors and 
Appeals. In this court, however, 
a review was permitted only of 
questions of law hat disputed 
findings of fact determined by 
the Supreme C t could not be 
reviewed.* As the four 
factual reviev succes- 
sive courts tl made in 
the Spindler mentioned at 
the outset of hesis could 
not have arise ler the old 
practice 

C. Der relopme ince 1947 
Conettation. 

The new practice rules and 
court organization following the 
1947 Constitution made consid- 
erable changes review by 
the old Supr Court now 
known as the Appellate Division 
of the Superior Court, and in 
the old Court of Errors and Ap- 
peals now the Supreme Court. 
These changes are outlined as 
follows: 

1. Appeal fr Bureau in 
jurisdictional matters or from 
the County Cour the Appel- 
late Division is now a matter of 
right instead etion.™ It 
may be a debatable question 
whether this was a simplification 
of appellate action in that under 
the old practice the disallowance 
of a writ terminated the appeal. 
However, as seen, the 
Old practice permitted two ap- 
plications to the court for such 
Writ. 
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Court was | the Hotel Haddon Hall, Atlantic 


| City, N.J. 
1. The Chairman read the 
minutes of the last meeting, 


which was held on Mar. 19, 1954, 
regarding the proposed fund to 
be raised to support the work 
of this Committee by assessing 
each County Bar member twen- 
ty-five cents. It was noted that 
the Mercer, Burlington, Camden, 
Hudson, Essex, Passaic and Sus- 
sex County Bar Associations had 
already adopted the proposal, 
and that no County Bar Asso- 
ciation had rejected it. 

2. The Chairman informed the 
Committee that a certain adver- 
tisement of the McCullough Ab- 


stract Co., the Bergen County 
agent for the Lawyers-Clinton 


Title Insurance Company of New 
Jersey, had been investigated. It 
was found that the company 
was dealing only with lawyers, 
and not real estate men or 
builders. The problem, which had 
arisen Only in Bergen and Pas- 
saiec Counties, is now believed to 
be under control. 


3. There was a discussion con- 
cerning correspondence with and 
suggestions made to the Inheri- 
tance Tax Department and In- 


heritance Tax Supervisors, par- 
ticularly with regard to the 
problem of certain individuals, 


ates and 
directly 
to the ex- 


notably executors of est 
undertakers, dealing 
with the Department, 
clusion of Lawyers. 

4. Subcommittee Chairman 
Matthew Grayson reported that 
the use of real estate contracts 
in package deals was now under 
investigation and would be re- 
ported upon at the next meet- 
ing. He also discussed the pro- 
posal of the American Bar As- 
sociation that title companies 
endorse all papers in the manner 
adopted in Louisiana and Texas, 
for the benefit of all attorneys. 


5. An extended discussion took 


| place concerning the Civil Pen- 


alties Bill, known as Assembly 
Bill No. A 383, sponsored by As- 
semblymen Barnes and Vander- 
bilt, and it was concluded that 
this Committee and the State 
Bar Association vigorously en- 
dorse and campaign for the pas- 
sage of this Bill. 

6. Francis E. P. McCarter 
Chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Public Relations, reported 
that his committee favored As- 
sembly Bill 383 and condemned 
the real estate brokers’ approach 
to it as the “Lawyers Monopoly 
Bill”. He urged that the bill be 
sold to all attorneys for their 
own benefit, and made the fol- 


given to Bill A 383 among all at- 
torneys throughout the State; 

(2) That case histories be 
obtained from each County Bar 
Association of all prior violations 
and complaints about persons 
who practiced law illegally, and 
that the same be published in 
the New Jersey Law Journal 
regularly. 

Several other recommendations 
were held over for further study. 

7. There was an open discus- 
sion concerning the lawyer and 
the C.P.A., particularly with re- 
gard to the National Conference 
Statement of Principles No. 6, 
regarding the right to practice 
before the Treasury Department, 
and No. 7, wherein non-lawyers 
were admitted to practice. It was 
finally decided, after discussion 
of the Florida case of Attorney 
Carney, that this Committee 
withhold action on the resolution 
until the United States Supreme 
Court has made a determination 
of pending litigation regarding 
this problem. 

8. Senate Bill No. 


97, introduc- 


ed by Senator Bruce Wallace, was 
discussed. This Bill regulates the 
right of insurance companies to 
subrogation under liability or 
casualty policies. 

It was agreed that the next 
meeting of the Unauthorized 
Practice of the Law Committee 


would be held on Friday, June 18, 
1954, at State Bar Headquarters 
in Trenton. 
Milton T. Lasher, 
Chairman 
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————— a —|saying that 
2. The Appellate Division is C urt 
not required to re-weigh the dis- 
puted issues of fact as was the! ,. Id 
old Supreme Court but it may do «,. 
so if it believes the interests of witedediag a the Gomate 
justice so require." The court ,aversino the Bur 
has held that under the new oonnict of medical 
rules, it has supervisory and re- 
medial fun tions in such ap- 
pe: While has sustained 
the factual findings where the 





The Supreme Court in 


with the Appellate Division 


1 lower ¢ rs reversing on the basis of 
two lower courts are in agree- : é ; 
findings from disputed 


ment, it has not eliminated 
from consideration and argu- 
ment case presented by an 
l for such review. In 
fact. each such decision record- 
ed the disputed facts involved 
the findings made 

Where the naan lower courts 
were not in accord on disputed 
issues of fact, the Appellate Di- 
vision laid down the standard 
that inasmuch as it was review- : baie 2 
ing the findings of the County UNder Rule 1:5-31a). Such a 
Court, every intendment was in 
favor of that court’s holding. 
While this rule accords with * pings 
] judicial review, 
is inconsistent 


Court Rule 1:5-3 


making pointed reference to 
fact that neither it nor the 
pellate Division had the ber 
of judging the credibility of 
witnesses. However, in this 





Court were in accord on 


did not have to determine 


meaning in Workmen's Com 


has not felt itself bound to 
cept the 





f ee agreed 





shall be given to 
lity of the trial court 

ju yf the credibility of the 
witnesses”. Such opportunity 
exists only in the Bureau and 
Coun ty Court whicl 3. Final review by the 


ia ACL 
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Issues tne laenticai de 





tlons ol 


County Court. 
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Judicial Review of Workmen’ ‘s Compensation Cases 


(Continued from page 5) ed this point only by way of 











Spindler case took sharp issue 








both the Bureau and the Cou 





facts and the Supreme Cot 


greater accord on factual issue: 
should be given to the Bureau 


cision would indeed give m 
sation matters to that particular 


court rule. It should, however, 
noted that the Supreme Court 


(a Which it assumed ° c ‘ 

puthy make factual find- oth lower tribunals as evidenc 

ings. The rule provides that © by @ Case prior to the Spind- 
; ler decision wherein the 


preme Court reversed on factual 





nlv the record below. Court is not a matter 
late Division case not- as the old Court 
=a a peals, but is subject 
R 4:88 sYpAtiAn Pont ,pOrt 
px. J discre lonary cert atlon to 
oe ‘ ) a (er eee vain’ 
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integrated Bar Favored 


- Philadelphia Ass'n 











imittee pee membership 
>} 


whether or not they favor an all- 
Inciusive Dar 


‘he vote was taken at a special 
meeting held in the Rose Garden 
of the Bellevue-Stratiord Hot el. 
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> Philadelphia Bar Associa- 
‘a vote of 73 to 49 approved 
jation of a special 





hilade iphia Bar Association 
be required of all lawyers desir- 
ing to practice in this county and 
that the membership of the Phil- 

d ] I be polled by secret 
maled Daluot to determine 
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MS ita es > | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
2 j tuiders, deposited in my office that 
5 s . UNITED STUDIO SALES CORP 
i. ‘ a corporation of this State, whose principal 
r at 1 P. > office is situat®at No. 17 Academy Street, 
S ) : s Pe: s in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
4 are | Ntat rf Jersey (Jacob Slavitt, be- 
: : ae \ rheys | rein and in charge thereof, 
= Ne | vhom process may be served), has 
tad plied with the requirements of Title 14, 
~ ? ‘ - Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
4 : . of New Jersey, prelimfary to the issuing 
- May 13. 1954 | of this Certineate of Dissolution 
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6 Grants Aid A.B.A. 
Traffic Court Program 
traffic 


improving courts 


this year with the American Bar | 
Association in its Nation-wide | 


gram. 


Albert B. Houghton, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., 


ABA’s Special Committee on 
TraffiC Court Program, an- 
nounced these agencies had 
made grants totaling $22,200 


toward financial support of the 
program. The ABA sponsors a 
continuing series of State and 
regional conferences throughout 


the country for traffic court 
judges, prosecutors and police 
officials. 


The organizations aiding the 
program and the amounts of 
their grants are: Illinois Agri- 
cultural Association, $1,200; 



































500; Association of Casualty and | 
Surety Companies, $5,000; All- 
state Insurance Company $10,- 


000; United States Bureau of 
Public Roads, 

Automotive Safety Foundation, 
$2,000. 


NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


lable to attorneys only 





s avai 








LICENSED BONDED 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 











WANT 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO."OF AMERICA - 
$13 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Yv 


* 








Six organizations interested in | 
and | 
highway safety are cooperating | their regular assignments, 
judges are assigned 


traffic court improvement pro- | 


Farmers’ Insurance Group, $1, | 


Assignment Order 





SUPREME COURT OF 


following 


NEW JERSEY 
ORDERED that in addition to 
the 


| temporarily as follows: 


Week of May 31, 1954 
(excluding May 31, 
Judge John B. Wick 
chairman of the! Burlington County Court 


1954) 
to the 


for 


; June 1, 1954 only; and 


Judge Charles 





Judge Harry 





| Judge Charles P. Hutchinson 
| to the Bergen County Court; 
Week of June 7, 1954 
Judge John J. Crean to 
Monmouth County Court; 


the 


P. Hutchinson 


to the Bergen County Court; 
Judge S. Rusling Leap to the 
Essex County Court; 


Tenenbaum to 


the Cumberland County Cour? 
for June 11, 1954, 

Judge John B. Wick to the 
Burlington County 
June 8, 1954, only. 


only; and 


Court for 


Week of June 14, 1954 


Judge Charles 


P. Hutchinson | 


| to the Bergen County Court; 
| Judge S. Rusling Leap to the 


| June 18, 1954; 
| Judge Harry 
; the Cumberland 


for June 18, 1954, only; 
Judge John B. Wick 
Burlington County Court. 
Week of June 21, 1954 
Judge George T. Naame to the 
Ocean County Court; 


Judge William 


the Cumberland 
and 
Judge 


99 


oa, 





June 1954, 


| the Morris County Court, 
ing June 25, 1954; 
Judge Harry Tenenbaum 


John B. Wick 
Burlington County 
only. 


$2,500, and the | Morris County Court, excluding 


Tenenbaum to 
County Court 
and 


to the 


P. Tallman to 
exclud- 


to 

County Court; 
to the 

Court for 


| Week of June 28, 1954 


| 
| Judge William 


| 
| 


Dated: 


| (excluding July 1 and 2, 1954) 
| Judge Leon Leonard to the 
Ocean County Court; and 


P. Tallman to 


oan ne County Court. 
/ ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT | 


C. J. 


May 24, 1954. 
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BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 


Forwarders Recognized 








LO 


MORGAN CO. 





ANS 


60 PARK PL. 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 


Mitchell 2-0534 





































o FORMS 


FILING - C 


% Seal IN YOUR OFFICE 
~ within 24 hours! 


INCLUDES: 
Stock & Transfer Ledger 
#0 Corporate Desk Seal 
3 Ring Minute Book with Booster 
Book of 
With Printed Minutes ... 
Goid Lettering on all Books... 
Pockei Sea! 


ALL-STATE 


$14.00 








PHONE: MARKET 


in lieu of Desk Seal... 


OFFICE 
SUPPLY CO. 


502 HIGH ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 


IN DRAWER BOX! * 


A 


ABINET! 


Lithographed Stock Certificates 


dv 


$1.00 ex. 


$1.50 ex. 












4-5577 


DRAWER box (as 
pictured) $1.50 ex. 


CORPORATION OUTFIT <_< 
ae 








# Reinforced 


OTHERS AT 
$14, $17, $19 





jlands, 
| He 


117 an 
































Report on 1953 Motor 
Vehicle Activity 


time high, Attorney 
Grover C. Richman, 
nounced today. 

These gross revenues, from ve- 
hicle registrations, driver licenses 
and other sources, were $3,412,809 
more than received in 1952, Mr. 
Richman was told in the annual 
report submitted to him by Wil- 
liam J. Dearden, moter vehicle 
division director. 

All records were broken, 
with 1,900,829 
tions in 1953, of which 1,581,877 
were for passenger cars and 219,- 
139 for commercial vehicles and 
farm trucks. Driver 
reached a new peak of 2,185,554. 
There were 2,082,770 in 1952. 


Jr. an- 


too, 


A total of $49,919,896 was col- 
lected by the Division of Motor 
Vehicles from all sources in the 
1953 registration year for an all- 
General 


vehicle registra-|_ 


licenses | 


Sale of new passenger cars rose | 


m 159,656 to 





by 40 percent 
223,435. 
With the increase in vehicular 


| activity, there were accompany- 





ing statistics showing a decided | 


stepping-up of traffic law 
forcement. 
The Division recorded 213,464 


arrests, 


en- 


23 percent over 1952, with | —— 


85,726 speeding cases leading all | 


violations and representing 40.5 
percent of the total. Careless 
| driving was second, with 30,735; 
ignoring stop Street signs, 15,074, 
and violating traffic signal, 
354. 

Traffic fatalities for the year 
decreased to 784—53 less than in 


14,- | 


| 1952. Record year was 1931, when | 


1,302 
there 
driver 

| hicle 
Mr. 


persons died. That year, 
s and 1,031,216 fewer ve- 
registrations. 

Dearden reported to Mr. 
Richman that 112 licenses were 
ordered revoked following fatal 
accidents. Altogether, revocations 
and suspensions totaled 30,496— 
86 percent by the Division and 14 
percent by magistrates’ courts. 


Legal Secretaries Elect 


Mrs. 
of Key 
dent of 
Secretaries 


honbtie Di Giambattista 
port, was re-elected presi- 
the Monmouth Legal 
Association at the 
|regular dinner meeting of the 
| association on Thursday, May 
20th, at Crystal Brook Inn, 
Eatontown 

Other officers elected were Mrs. 
Etta Lockhart, Atlantic High- 
Vice President; Mrs. Mrytle 
Long Branch, Correspond- 
ing Secretary; Recording Secre- 
tary, Mrs. Henrietta Smith of 
Keyport, and Mrs. Alice Schanck 
of Matawan, Treasurer. 

The newly-elected officers will 
serve for one year with installa- 
tion ceremonies to be held on 
July 14th 

In addition to 
iness meeting, 
made for the card party 
held at the Buttonwood manor, 
Matawan, on June 4th. Proceeds 
of the card party will go towards 
the expenses of the chapter’s 
delegate to the annual conven- 
tion of the National Association 
of Legal Secretaries which is to 
be held in St. Louis on July 16, 
d 18. 
The next 


+] 
tne 


+ 
Oyt, 


ino 


the regular bus- 
final plans were 


meeting of the chap- 


was 1,122,492 less licensed | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 





CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 































EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY , FOR RENT 
| 
| ATTRA TIVE OFFICE IN” 
CLAIM INSURANCE |. ees See 
| MA “ket 32-3744. nt 
ONE OF THE NATION’ S MOST RAPIDLY |)1aw OFFICD AT 744 BROAD w 
panding Insuran Companies. presently available. Box 375 
openings in the ‘Claim — ae i 
vith legal training interested in their | 
e advancement and security Must have | FOR SALE 


degree or extensive claim experience. 































| 
Attracti ve employee benefits in- | —_ 
hari U life insurance | 
ating @ze, exper- | 
is ie 
es - DN . 321 volumes in all 
TENSIVE OF-| Apply Allen 8. Dolgin. 428 Ma 
e for busy office | Camden, New Jersey WOod! aw: 
ypmercial prac- | 
— |}FOR SALE: COMPLETE MODpR 
Yor NG ATTORNEY WANTED. INTER- Library <« I a Silve 
e in doing office and_court_ practic bury Park 1 1-0727 
ers. Box 389 a ——o 







AI 
Newark. 
2-5480. 


STENOGRAPHER | 
5-day week | 
| 


SERV ICES FOR LAW YEE 








Se WANTED 


DIVERSI- 
jation or 





YE ARS 








ATTORNE 
ae 


SEVERAL 
rience desire 
































y firm or in- 
“SE | CREDIT REPORTS 
; 
EXPERIENCED ATTORNEY. AGE 45. W 
admitted Naw York ang New Jersey, 7 NE JERSEY BUREA 
ears ee pe . eee 3; WILLIAM C. FAY, General Mansy 
-ars ane New rsey r 7 
Tthern New Jersey a | MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N) 
a ‘orporation or law firm, PHONE: UNionville 2-5444 
baits | WIRE: Union, N. J. 
WOMAN ATTORNEY, EXPERIPNCED, DE- | 
sires association with ssex County 
rw firm or individual Box 386 | 
deb ET gga a XPER JB = |] —We Cooperate With Attorne 
Box 387 
a "|| SARASOHN & CO, 
cca eat sim a are TEE FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR Tit 
2-8612 POLICYHOLDER 
— = - 786 Broad Street, 
' Newark 2, N. J. 
Can't Close Theatre ¥ 


MArket 3-3213-4 





Without A Hearing 


NEWARK, N. J. (ACCN)—The 
Newark city commission has 
amended a theatre licensing ordi- 
nance to include provision that 
before a license can be suspended 
or revoked, on a charge of pre- 
senting an obscene show or film, 
hearings before the city’s govern- 











Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 


IRVING M. MINION 


Associated Adjusters 
24 Commerce St., Newark 
Mitchell 2-1771 MArket 2-5 


195, 
70. 














ing body must be held. 
The commission also rewrote ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICIT: 
another proposal, submitted by 





W. D. ETTINGER & C0 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 

9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 

Mitchell 2-4694-5 


city public safety director Keen- 
an, that the head of the police 
division be given authority to 
suspend a license without a hear- 
The new provision calls for 
a hearing in not less than one| 
and not more than 10 days after 
a theatre is cited for a violation. 
The clauses were rewritten af- 


alu 


ing, 








729574 


BArcl PL: 


SAMUEL K. PEARSO 


ter counsel for theatres objected CONSULTING METEOROLOGIS 

to the ordinances in entirety, /] -....- wits Yrs. NY \ 

and particularly as to powers 1217 se End Porkway = 
asked by Keenan and successors Plainfield, N. J. is 


as head of 39 Cortland St., Room 1 


Counsel contended these 


the police division. 
powers 




















were “censorship measures” and 
would not be upheld by the 5 YEARS EXPERIEN 
courts. APPRAISER £.... 

They also contended that un- REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY ree 
der the powers Keenan sought, h ge yer’ UNIT? th 

ee EI COURTS th 
| could close * ‘an alle sedly aioe — ESTATES LIQUIDATED — tio 
show by arresting the performers M. R. LANES ne 
or confiscating films” without a 200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5. ¥. 
MArket 3-1119 
hearing. 
Announcement = 


to be} 


ter will be held on June 17th at | 


| which time a program is planned 
| and annual reports will be pre- 


sented. 


Essex Weekly Call 





: Di Spe 
t 9:30 A.M.. 


being set down for l 
NOTICB BEGINNING JUNE 7 
I) ATL Y IME LIST WILL 
AT 9:50 . 
‘Wi EKLY CALL 
eg MAY 28, 1934 
16848 (74: G ir D 











Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 















TEANECK AUCTION GALLERIES 








The firm of Latzer & Kanengi- 412 Cedar Lane, Teaneck, N./ 
zer has been dissolved. Bertram |} Expert Appraisers and Liquidcter 
J. Latzer will maintain a sep- ngs a i 
arate office at 718 Main Street, Pieces ite ae 

: : Ref. Hackensack Tru ompe 
Boonton and Irwin Kanengizer, Peoples Trust Company 
will maintain his offices at 94 N. B. Davis, Auct. Phone TE. 613 








Beverwyck Road, Lake Hiawatha. 











LAWYERS CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 


. 
a 


A sound company known for its courteous 
and cooperative attention to attorneys. 





| Titles insured throughout New Jersey on the 
certification of authorized attorneys. 


A New Jersey Corperation—Organized 1 
Serving New Jersey 





7 NELSON PLACE NEWARK, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-7875 


















